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ple to a cystoscope used In the medical
profession.

When Dr, Clair completed his studies and
examinations, the Thompson and Lltchner
Company submitted a 5-volume report to

the Architect of the Capltol, conteining his

findings and remedial measures recom-
-mended. )

Volume 1. gontains a detalled account of
the survey, studies, and examinations made
of the west front structure, together with
drawings and other detfailed illustrations.
In addition, ¢ contains a letter from Dr.
Clair, summarizing his findings, and recom-
mending the Extension of the West Central
Front of the Capifol and its reconstruction
in marble. In this letter, Dr. Clalr recom-
mended against repair, refacing, or restora-
tion, ag a remedial measure to correct the
conditions he found to exist.

Volume 2 coniains drawings showing gen-
eral plans of work, location of borings, test
pits, cores, and similar detail, soil profiles,
test plt detall drawings, wall sections, devia-
tion of wall facing stones, and a view of the
East-West section through the Capitol.

Volumes 3, 4, and 5 contain photographs of
various conditions found, including, in gen-
eral, views of the building, major cracks and
displaced stones, exposed surface of walls in
test pits and hand holes made in walls above
grade, both inside and outside of the build-
ing, and detall pictures of all cores as re-
moved from the walls,

Contrary to allegations made by others, the
Thompson and Lichiner Company’s studies
and report were not directed to or aimed at
the extension of the West Central Front of
the Capltol, but were directed to a deter-
mination of the condition of the West Cen-
tral Front and what measures—repalr, re-
facing, restoration, or extension—should be
taken to remedy conditions in a permanent
manner, i .

‘The report did not devote any more time
or space to the extension of the west front,
then it did to the repair, refacing, or res-
toration of the west front! The report was
devoted, instead, to the condition of the
west front aend to the conclusions reached
by the Thompson and Lichiner Company as
& result of their studles and examinations.

In addition to the findings and recom-
mendations . contained in this report, Dr,
Clalr, in testifying on the Extension Project
before the Commission for the Extension of
the United States Capitol at a public hear-
ing, June 24, 1965, enlarged upon the report
and, after discussing various conditions,
fndings, and considerations, stated (p. 10)
“What is needed here is to, In my opinion,
protect this whole wall, enclose it just as you
did on the east side by another. structure.”

In evaluating opinions, it should be em-
phasized that Dr. Clair has a first-hand
knowledge of deficlent structural conditions,
acquired through a boroscoplc examination
of the interlor construction, made through
the holes from the corings removed from
the walls and later replaced, whereas other
engineers or architects are limited to a visual
examination of the structure and a study
of Dr. Clalr’s report.

Restoration, if done, would have to be
done on & cost-plus-a-fized-fee basis, at
an indeterminaie cost. Dr. Clair has stated,
in his opinion, such cost could range any-
where from Ten to Fifty Millon Dollars, de-
pending upon the extent of work found
necessary in the course of the restoration,
following the removal of stonework and ex-
posure of the interior structure. Extension
of the west central front and its reconstrue-
tion In marble, under ¢competitive bid con-
tracts, is, on the other hand, estimated to
cost Thirty-Four Milllon Dollars. N

Restoration, if done, would require the en-
tire west central section of the Capitol, be-
tween the two rings, to be vacated, from the
basement to attic, for a period ranging any-
where from 5 to 10 years. Extension of the
west central front would, on the other hand,
not require vacation of any part of the
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Capitol, except the section of the terrace
between the Senate and House wings.

Beyond a doubt, In the entire history of
the Capitol Building, no ‘one has ever here-
tofore made as extensive or meticulous ex-
amination or observation of the construction
and condition of the wall structure of the
Capltol on the west side, as was made by Dr,
Clair. .

If the west central front of the Caplitol
1s restored, and not extended, then space oc-
cupled by the following activities would have
to be vacated for all or part of the 5 to 10
years period: '

BASEMENT FLOOR

Office of the Architect of the Capitol.
Office of the Coordinator of Information.

FIRST FLOOR

House Branch Post Office.

An office of the Clerk of the House,

Office of the Doorkeeper of the House,

House Enrolling Clerk.

Several offices occupled by Doctor Pearson.

Subcommittee Hearing Rooms, House Com-~
milttee on Appropriations.

Joint Committee on Printing.

Office of Secretary of Majority—Senate
Joint Committee on the Reorganization of
Congress.

Senate Barber Shop.

3 Senators’ offices.

SECOND FLOOR

Statuary Hall.

House Document Room.

House Forelgn Affairs Committee,

1 Congressman's office.

Office of the Minority Leader of the House.

6 Senators’ offlces.

Senate Disbursing Office.

Senate Minority Leader.

THIRD FLOOR

House Document Room.

House Administration Committee.

8 Senators’ offices.

Secretary to the Minority—Senate.

Senate Library.

Part of Senate Document Room.

ATTIC FLOOR

House Document Room.
Law Library.
Senate Library.

A Not-So-Benevolent Uncle

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

OF

HON. HARRY F. BYRD, JR.

OF VIRGINIA
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Monday, June 19, 1967

Mr. BYRD of Virginia. Mr. President,
I ask unaminous consent to have print-
ed in the Appendix of the Recorp an edi-
torial published in the Wall Street
Journal, dated June 13, 1967, entitled
“A Not-So-Benevolent Uncle.”

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the REecorp,
as follows:

A NoT-S0-BENEVOLENT UNCLE

In the past decade Federal ald to cltles has
been rising so rapidly and recklessly that no
one knows Just how much has been spent, let
alone what has been accomplished. Some
guesses put the 10-year outlay at $100 billion.
. Now, however, the Federal budget deficit 18
growing to fantastic proportions; at last if
frightens Congress and, now and then, even
the Administration. One result, as Mr. Kar-
min reported in this newspaper recently is
that the cities aren't getting quite all the
money they want, or all that Washington’s
politiclans had led them to look for.
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‘With somewhat less cash to hand out than
expected, Federal urban-aid men are develop-
ing & new interest in efficiency. “You've got
to do something besides Just sitting back and
letting the programs run themselves,” says
one officlal.

Some clties, of course, are not taking kind-
ly to the idea, having grown accustomed to
seeing Federal dollars poured down the drain.
Yet Washington’s interest in better manage-
ment, if it somehow survives, could actually
benefit everybody.

Conslder Cleveland, an early target of the
Federal crackdown. The Ohio metropolis has
started 6,000 acres of urban renewal projects
in the last decade, nearly twice as much as
any other city in the nation. Only one of a
dozen projects has ever been finished.

Along the way large amounts of land were
taken off tax rolls and many families were
pushed out of their homes, with the city
often having no ildea at all where they went.
Under its be-kind-to-all policy, the Federal
Government went right ahead helping to
finance the fasco.

But change came to Cleveland in January,
when Housing and Urban Development Sec-
retary Weaver withdrew $10.4 million that
had been earmarked for the city’s Erieview II
renewal project. That particular project had
been In the planning stage for almost six
years, and no plan had been produced.

Other clties have felt a Federal nudge.
When San Francisco refused to get moving
on a $20 million urban renewal project, the
Government retrieved the money. “We're
trylng to get in a position where our man-
agement record is improved,” is the way one
Federal officlal puts it.

It 1sn’t especilally surprising that many
cltles have simply taken on more projects
than they could handle. With overlapping ald
programs scattered around Washington,
Government units for years have been falling
over one another In their efforts to be first
in handing out the cash.

In that sort of atmosphere, a 1ot of citles
came to see “free” Federal funds as the solu-
tion to all their problems, or at least as some-
thing nice to have around. They often
grabbed for the money before they had even
figured out very clearly just what the prob-

lems were. One indication of the slapdash

nature of much of the spending is the sad
fact that the cities have continued to de-
teriorate.

With the Government turning somewhat
less openhanded, local governments may try
harder to mobilize their own resources. It’s
conceivable, too, that at least some of them
will evidence more interest in revision of
antiquated tax structures and management
methods, In intelligent control of welfare
ang other spending.

It’s also possible, to be be sure, that this
is little more than wishful thinking; the
change in Washington can hardly be called
an economy wave. At best 1t affects only a
relatively small portion of the Government’s
huge and growing domestic outlays. A num-
ber of cities, moreover, have become so used
to loose living that they might not follow
even g larger Federal swifch toward efficiency.

Nonetheless the new urban-ald attitude is
welcome. If it spreads, it could show that an
uncle not quite so eager to be benevolent 1s
in fact being kind.

srael

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. PAUL A. FINO

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, June 19, 1967

Mr. FINO. Mr. Speaker, I would like to
make a few bhrief observations on the
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situation in the Middle East. First, I hope
that the administration will make up its
mind where it stands. I believe that ad-
ministration indecision helped to bring
on the recent conflict, and I feel that the
administration should state the U.S.
position clearly.

I believe that the recent hostilities
must be terminated by a peace treaty in
which the Arab States recognize at least
the existing territorial boundaries of
Israel. Provision should be made for the
internationalization of Jerusalem, which
is sacred to all faiths. Israel should be
given the right of ship passage through
the Suez Canal, and right of passage
through the Straits of Tiran into the
Gulf of Aqaba. In return, I believe Israel
has an obligation to the Arabs uprooted
from their former Palestinian homes.
Israel’s compliance with these obliga-
tions, also a prerequisite of Middle East
peace, should likewise be written into
any peace treaty. i

Last year, I urged the President to
stop the Middle East arms buildup and
bring U.S. influence to bear.on behalf of
the creation of a Middle East Develop-
ment Bank. The President did not do so.
In the last week, others have echoed my
request-—the New York Times, for one.
Now more than ever; the Middle East
needs a development bank to sow peace
and not war—to help beat swords into
plowshares. I hope the President will
listen.

High-Temperatare Gas-Coéled Reactor
Goes to Full Power

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. CRAIG HOSMER

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, June 19, 1967

Mr. HOSMER. Mr. Speaker, within re-~
cent weeks the United States has quietly,
but with technical competence, added a
new type reactor to its shelf of proven
nuclear hardware. It is the high-temper-
ature, gas-cooled reactor. This new en-
try into the nuclear electricity generating
field proved itself when ' Philadelphia
Electric Co.’s 40,000-kilowatt plant at
Peach Bottom, Pa., went to full power.
1t is notable that this particular station
was the only one not shut down by the
surge of power demand which blacked
out electricity generation
throughout Pennsylvania, : New - Jersey,
and Delaware. Details of the Peach Bot-
tom plant, a joint technical development
by the AEC and General Atomics, as well
as information and prospects for high-
temperature gas-cooled reactors are
found in the following item published
June 4 in the New York Times:

A HicE-TEMPERATURE REACTOR GoBs To WORK
FOR PHILADELPHIA
(By Gené Smith) ,

Frederic de Hoffmann has been smiling
the big smile of satisfaction for the last 10
days. And he has every right to be proud.

Dr. de Hoffmann, a vice president of the
General Dynamics Corporation and president
of its Geeneral Atomic division, has been the
champlon of the high-temperature, gas-

recently.
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cooled reactor (H.T.G.R.), a concept that
provides the highest efficiency nuclear reac-
tor to date. The initial H.T.G.R. Peach Bot-
tom power plant on the lines of the Phila-
delphia Electric Company system began full
power production of electricity on May 25.
It ran two days at the 40,000-kKilowatt level
and was shut down to make adjustments on
the non-nuclear portion of the plant. Full
power operation will be resumed as soon as
these adjustments are completed.

The importance of Peach Bottom lies in
the fact that 1t utilizes high-efficiency steam
conditions of 1,000 degrees Fahrenheit and
pressure of 1,450 pounds a square inch. Up
to now, most of the nuclear stations operat-
ing in this country have been limited to 500
to 600 degrees Fahrenheit.

Dr. de Hoffmann explained that Peach Bot-
tom operated at a net efficiency of about 35
per cent, which is higher than that of any
of the 13 other nuclear plants that have gone
into regular operation in this country.

“The H.T.G.R.’s higher operating tempera-
tures give more energy to each pound of
steam, thereby enabling the plant to make
better use of modern turbine-generator tech-
nology,” Dr. de Hoffmann added. “This high-
temperature operation, combined with im-
proved nuclear performance, opens the way
to significant reductions in generating costs
and to the-assurance of low-cost power from
the atom for many years to come.”

Dr. de Hoffmann, who almost single-
handedly has championed the H.T.G.R. in
competition with the breeder reactor con-
cept, expects to see 1-million- or even 2-mil-
lion-kilowatt H.T.G.R. power plants operat-
ing in the early 1970’s. He pointed out that
an H.T.G R, plant of l-million-kilowatt ca-
pacity would require the mining of about
500 tons of natural uranium to produce the
enriched uranium for its start-up. A conven-
tional nuclear power plant of the same size
would require about 1,000 tons for its start-
up and would consume about 100 tons of
uranium a year compared with the H'T.G.R.’s
consumption of about 50 tons.

He predicted that if, after 1975, half of all
the additional nuclear generating capacity
installed each year in the Unlted States were
to be H.T.G.R. plants instead of low-tempera-
ture reactors, power cost savings for the na-
tion in the first 10 years could amount to as
much as $1-billion.

“First, we must understand that there is
no such thing as a uranium shortage,” Dr.
de Hoffmann said in a recent interview.
“There are at present about 200,000 tons of
known United States reserves of uranium ore
in a region below about $5 to $10 a pound
of ore. The quantity of ore known even now
between $10 and $15 or so a pound would
double or triple this number. This illustrates
that the uranium supply situation, as with
all other commodities, is innately tied to the
price of the commodity.

“One cannot simply talk of a shortage of
ore—one can only talk of a possible shortage
of ore below a given price. However, the
H.T.G.R. can use far more expensive ores
than the existing water reactors without in-
creasing power costs beyond the ceiling set
by coal. Thus, from the resource point of
view, it 1§ true that water reactors could lead
fo a ‘shortage’ of uranium ores but the use of
H.T.G.R. reactors can alleviate this plcture
and make the ‘shortage’ disappear.”

COMPARISON OF COETS

Dr. de Hoffmann has argued for a long
time that his HT.G.R. has been put in the
wrong position in the continuing battle over
the type of reactor that will be tested for the
next generation as an operating power maker.

‘He insists that capital costs for the H.T.G.R.
.would be “equal to lower” than costs for

water reactors of the type now being built.
“Furthermore, the fast breeder reactor
should be forced to meet the tests and
records of the H.T.G.R. and not of the water
reactors,” he sald. “Fast breeder reactors,
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just like slow thermal reactors, will have to
compete in terms of power costs or they
simply wiil not be built in any free economy.

“If fast reactors can be built with cheap
enough capital costs and good enough fuel-
cycle costs to be able to utilize plutonium
and give cheaper power costs than water re-
actors and, more importantly, than the low-
er cost HT.G.R.’s, then and only then would
there be justification for bullding fast breed-
ers for plutonium use. This does not mean
that the bullding of low galn breeders can
be justified through the fallacious argument
that a ‘home for plutonium’ must be found.”

In this argument, Dr. de Hoffmann sought
to dispute those backers of breeder reactors
who clalm that breeders would be required
to use up the plutonium that would result
from the thermal reactors and would have
the plus of providing additional fissionable
materlial that would then be in short supply.
Dr. de Hoffmann contends that if HT.G.R.'s
were glven the go-ahead now, the nation
could assure itself that by 1986 it would
have no need for more than 250,000 tons
of uranium.

General Atomic is building a 330,000-kilo-
watt H.T.G.R. for the Public Service Com-
pany of Colorado under the A.E.C’s power
reactor demonstration program. The plant,
known as the Fort St. Vrain nuclear gen-
erating station, is scheduled for operation
in 1970 and is expected to have an efficiency
of about 40 per cent.

This is in line with Dr. de Hoffmann's
planning. He has called for a consistent na-
tional program that would have these three
elements:

Recognition that the H.T.G.R. actually
exists and should be glven heavy weight in
planning the over-all atomic energy effort.

Immediate emergence” of gas-cooled tech-
nology as a real cost savings, to be encour-
aged by the Government for rapid introduc-
tion of thermal gas-cooled systems.

The chance for developing “truly useful
breeders” by means of gas cooling, combined
with the emergence of the gas-cooled tech-
nology capitalized by both the utilities and
the Government.

e

Historic Whitewater Waterway: Canal
Memorial Expanding

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

OF

HON. LEE H. HAMILTON

CF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, June 19, 1967

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, in
PFranklin County, Ind., we have an exam-
ple of historic and modern-day tech-
nology existing practically side by side.

I speak of the Whitewater Canal State
Memorial, a restoration of a century-old
transportation system, and the new
Brookville Reservoir, now under con-
struction.

On the one hand is the attraction of
a tranquil canal and lock system which
was for a short time, an important artery
of trade in the early 1800’s. Fourteen
miles of the ancient 76-mile-long water-
way have been restored and today carry
tourists on a replica of the old canal
boats.

Less than 8 miles.away, huge earth-
moving machines are creating a 7,790-
acre multipurpose reservoir on which
modern high-powered pleasure craft will
be carrying visitors in the future.
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‘fems existing in his purported home

town of Charlotte, N.C., in Washington,
D.C., Chicago, and New York. That is,
if he is sincere and really looking for
the truth rather than some more polit-
ical hogwash to smear Mississippi.

‘What an obvious misrepresentation for
a medical doctor to say “In every child
we saw evldence of efe.” One knows
he did not see or examine every child in
Mississippl. How many did he see and
who arranged for him to see the few
he possibly did examine? We could go
to any clty, US.A,, or world, and get a
doctor to examine several children, hand
selected because of their physxcal ail-
ments and utter forth a like emotional
statement.

The reported medical diagnosis may
not be completely false to the point of
outright lies, but they obviously do not
give all the facts to arrive at the truth.

I would hope that the American
Medical Association would take notice of

_the grave injustice being provoked by

these professional agitators hiding be-
hind a time-respected title of respect
such as medical doctor. If the Ford
Foundation sinks so low as to spend its
tax-free fortune to perpeirate these
falsehoods, all America will know there
is a consplracy—and not in Mississippi.

I ask that the AP release of June 17, as
it appeared in the Washington, D.C.,
Evening Star follow my remarks:

NeGrO STUDY SAYS MANY ARE STARVING

Many Negroes literally are starving In
Southern states, with the crisis worst in
Mississippl, says a panel of six physicians In
a study for the Ford Foundation.

“I was told before I went there that there
was a conspiracy to eliminate the Negro. I
didn’t believe it before but I do now,” Dr.
Raymond Wheeler told a news conference
yesterday.,

Wheeler, a Charlotte, N.C,, infernist said,
“It 1s_still difficult for me to believe that this
could exist in this nation of ours.”

The mnews conference came after the
physicians talked with Department of Agri-
culture officials and members of a Senate
poverty subcommittee.

In their report to the Ford Foundation, the
doctors wrote:

" “In évery child we saw evidence of vitamin
and general deficiencies; serious untreated
skin infections and ulcerations; eye and ear
disease; also unattended bone disease sec-
ondary to poor food intake.”

Other physiclan members of the survey
team were Joseph Brenner on the Massachu-
sette Institute of Technology Medical De-
partment; Robert Coles, Harvard University
Health Service; Alan Mermann, assistant
clinical professor, Yale University Medical
School; Milton Senn, professor at the Child
Study Center, Yale; and Dr. Cyril Walwyn,
medical adviser to Friends of the Children
of Misslssippl.

A

. 2
A Mﬁern ,Dav?d and Goliath

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON ABRAHAM J. MULTER
oF NEW YORR
IN' THE HOUSE OF. REPRESFNTA'I"IVES
) Monday, June 19, 1967
Mr. MULTER, Mr. Speaker since the

beginning of the crisis in the Middle
East, countless articles have been written’

about the bravery of the small State of
Israel. Few articles, however, have con-
tained the heartfelt emotion of the one
that follows. .

I commend to the attention of our
colleagues this moving article written
by ¥vetfe Scharfman, which appeared
in the June 10, 1967, edition of the Kings
Courier.

The article follows:

POLITICAL PATTER
.(By Yvette Scharfman)

We wrote our column for this Issue, en-
gaging in the usual “political patter.” But
upon reading it, we suddenly found it to be
fatuous and banal amidst the blood and
thunder rampant in our planet today! We
tore it to shreds. We are outraged at man's
inhumanity to man, and we pass on our
outcery.

It is Iinconceivable in our day, with so
highly civilized and sophisticated an instru-
ment as the United Nations, that one country
dares to speak openly of destroying an-
other country! Let us go back to 1956, when
three-quarters of a million Israslis won a
miraculous victory over the dictator Nasser
(and 40 million arabs) and might have saved
the Suez Canal for western clivilization, but
for pressures exercised against them by the
then President Elsenhower and Secretary of
State Dulles. The latter forced them through
threats of sanctions, boycotts and ‘“our dis-
pleasure,” to surrender the spoils of war.
Messrs. Elsenhower & Dulles picked Nasser
up off his back and placed him again upon
the backs of his subjects. And the monster
Nasser, like the creation of Frankenstein, is
now venting his spleen against the America
who saved him. He and his arab henchmen
openly lick the Russian boot! In 1956, how-
ever, in exchange for returning the dictator
Nasser to his country and his throne, the
victorious Israelis were told by the then
President Eilsenhower that our country was
committed to a promise of freedom of the
seas for all nations. (Actually, we gave
them nothing they had not already won
through blood, bravery, sacrifice and sufier-
ing matched only by the Irish during their
rebellion against England.)

‘But the Israells, nelther boastful nor
bragging, went back to thelir little country,
about the size of Rhode Island, and began
to bulld while other nations were seeking to
destroy.

Today we ask who are these 2 million
Israelis who would dare to fight back against
an aggressor who comprises 80 million in
manpower, together with the superior
strength of mechanized armaments furnished
by communist Russia? We shall try to pre-
sent a picture. They are (1) a band of
idealistic ploneers; (2) a handful of con-
centration camp graduates and (3) a group
of comparatively recent refugees. The first
group, the idealistic ploneers, felt that the
Jew should have a homeland like any other
group of nationals; that this homeland was
his from time Immemorial; that the old
testament, upon which our Judeo-Christian
western culture is based, promised him this
bit of soll in the beginning. He wanted to
implement the promise and the prophecy
connected with it, and he endured hardships
comparable with our own early ploneers in
settling the land,

The concentration camp survivors went
to Israel because no other country would ac-
cept the blind, the lame, the sick and the
halt. They did not go by choice. They had
been well integrated (or so they thought) in

-the social fabric of Germany, until the little

house painter from Austria declded to elimi-
nate first the Jew and then all non-nazis,
These camp survivors have known a living
death, Nothing can frighten them now!

‘The recently arrived refugees have fled from
arablc countries where they have been per-
secuted, and rrom oountrles behind the iron
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curtaln where they have escaped at the peril
of thelr lives, rather than live under the
terror of communism. They have worked and
slaved to build their tiny country. They have
made the desert green. They have given full
representation and equal rights and pay to
all arabs who remasained in Israel (which is
far more than arabs are now granted in
arablic lands.) Israel wishes only to be left
i peace (thelr word for “hello” and ‘“good-
bye” 1s Shalom, which means peace.) But
there is no peace! .

What about the sanctimonious great
powers who would fight communism In one
part of the world but would declare their
“neutrality” when the 2 million are faced
with thé aggression of 80 million supported
openly by the communists? Our country
gave Jordan millions of dollars in arma-
ments only recently “in order to achieve a
a balance of power against Egypt in the
middle East.” And now Jordan has signed
a pact with Nasser to stab little Israel in
the guts with these very weapons! But little
Israel is fighting her own flght—not only
against the arab world, but against the com-
munist world. Her people will fight for demo-
cracy unto the death. And the Jews in other
parts of the world, ashamed that they stood
Impotently by while Hitler destroyed six
million of their brethren, will now give
generously of their material goods; for the
Israelis ask not that we fight their battle,
but that we help them care for thelr indigent
refugees so that they may purchase arms
which all their enemies receive free of
charge!

The world will not be treated to a modern
David-Goliath confrontation. We are an in-
curable romanti¢, to be sure, but we be-
lieve God is on the side of the Israelis; for
despite insuperable odds, these people have
breathed life and hope and faith into the
magic words emblazoned upon our own
Statue of Liberty, written by the Jewish
poetgss Emmea Lazarus:

“Give me your tired, your poor;
Your huddled masses yearning to breathe

free;

The wretched refuse of your teeming
shores;

Send these, the homeless, the tempest«
tossed, to me.”

Yes, the State of Israel will endurel

Arlington County, Va., Cultural Center
Proposed by Commission

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. JOEL T. BROYHILL

OF VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, June 19, 1967

Mr. BROYHILL of Virginla. Mr.
Speaker, at the May 13 meeting of the
Arlington County Board, in my con-
gressional district, Mrs. George Green,
chairman of the Arlington Cultural
Heritage Commission, reported on the
findings of her commission with regard
to the need for a cultural center in the
county with a full complement of facil-
1t1{§ss for the performing and aud:iowsual
a

Mrs. Green’s study was most detailed,
and represents long hours of devoted ef-
fort on her part as well as on the part
of the members of her commission. I
believe the Members of this House might
be interested in knowing of the activities
of her commission in a community in
which many of my colleagues reside.
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factory. No one can say with any certainty
that the allles are a quarter or a half or
three-quarters down the road, or, Indeed,
whether units of time have relevance in Viet-
nam. .

Verbs in the Vietnamese language have n
tense changes. The verb is the same whether
past, present or future, and is ‘modified by
s second word. This says something for the
Vietnamese sense of time. -

But for Americans here it is a tertiary
matter. Only a handful understand the lan-
guage well enough to use it in sophisticated
discourse.

No one can understand the shooting war
in Vietnam because the correspondents have
not devised a calculus for measuring it as a
continuum. The miiltary is worse, professing
to find significance in the corpse count and
mistaking valor for progress. The war 1s now
reported by correspondents as . Broadway is
reviewed by drama critics. Each operation
is a production of its own, unrelated to its
predecessors. It is reviewed on 1ts own merits,
because there are no other standards of
judgment. :

Battles erupt, small ones in the delta, larg-
er ones in the highlands, the largest of all in
the First Corps area up by the demilitarized
zone, and none of them battles for terraln
or control of population but for men and
supplies.

“jf we keep going at it like this,” sald a
young marine lieutenant at the DMz, “my
kids are going to be fighting this war.”

He had been in Vietnam for nearly a year,
and was asked what progress he' saw. “We're
gure kicking hell out of Old Charlle,” he
sald, “but Old Charlie sometimes kicks hell
out of us. I guess I don’t see the progress be-
ecause I'm too close to it.”

Frustrated, angry, bewildered at the in-
ability of American firepower to contain “Old
Charlie,” ever more incredulous schemes are
considered: Invade the DMZ. Bomb Hanoi.
Mine Haiphong harbor. And none of them
bears on winning the war in South Vietnam
. except as they marginally impede the abllity

of the enemy to send men and supplies south.
These are sideshows, Introduced by authors
who sense that the main plot is slipping and
incapable of enough velocity, to hold the at-
tention of the electorate. i

The insurgency seems incapable of being
beaten back, so you invade the DMZ. Half
the province chiefs are corrupt, half the
Vietnamese army won't fight, so you bomb
Hanol. A former prime minister of South
Vietnam sat at lunch at the Caravelle Hotel
the other-day, sipped an American beer, and
pronounced sadly, “The problem isn’t the

" North Vietnamese army, it's the South Viet-
namese government.”

But tell that to the marines fighting in
Quang Tri Province or the 4th Infantry Divi-
sion 30 miles west of Pleiku. They are fight-
ing North Vietnamese infantry, splendidly
equipped with modern Chinese weapons,
well-disciplined, fanatically dedicated. They
have come down from the north, and some-
how the flow must be stopped. |

Bombing of the trails from the north was
supposed to stanch the flow, but it falled.
Now the planners want to dig a ditch from
the South China Sea to western Laos. These
planners make a plausible case for it—you
can make a plausible case for anything in
Vietnam—but somehow common sense
throws up its hands. Is a ditch really the
answer? Perhaps it is. '

Intelligent men have been wrong before.

They said that American troops would not
fight well in Vietnamese jungles. They have.

They said a jet aircraft was useless against
the guerrilla. It isn’t.

They said B-52 strikes were inconsequen-
tial, no more than junglebusters, They
aren’t, ’

The heavy weaponry, the tanks and air-
craft, more often than not make the head-
lines, but it is the long, slow slog that makes
the war, .

The level of leadership in the Vietnamese
government, both in Saigon and the prov-
inces, is low. The problems are corruption
and lack of dedication.

The top jobs in the provinces and districts
are often for sale, In the opinion of some
observers here, the corruption problem will
not be solved until all the money is gone.
And at the rate Americans are putting
money into Vietnam, that millennia is some
distance away.

Deeper than corruption, though, is the
capacity of the Vietnamese to absorb Lyn-
don Johnson's Great Society, a concept not
exactly rooted in Asian tradition nor es-
pecially congenial to it.

In Washington, the President can ask why
there aren't more schools. In the provinces,
the problem is more complex. Are there
books? Teachers? Who will build the school?
Does the village need one? How much graft
must be taken off the top? -

The bewildering varlety of American pro-
grams, from advisers in tax collection to ex-
perts in animal husbandry to projects in-
volving health, auto repair, and journalism,
is beyond the capacity of the Vietnamese to
absorb. The Americans are trying to stuff
10 pounds of sugar into a 5-pound bag. And
the bag, more often than not, is made in
America.

What the Vietnamese want is not bigger
rice crops or handsomer schools, but social
justice and security.

Vietnamese intellectuals, particularly
young ones, are not always easy to follow.
They appear to want the Amerlcans to dis-
pose of the generals, win the war, liquidate
all holdings in Vietnam, and exit as quickly
as possible—all with as little dislocation to
Vietnamese society as possible.

It comes easy, after a year and a half of
watching the money-grabbing cyclo drivers

- and bartenders, the insistence of the street

vendors and the massive Indifference of
much of the armed forces, to place the
blame for the inertia in this war principally
on the Vietnamese, or at least the Vietnamese
leadership.

But it’s not that simple in Vietnam. Noth-
ing is.

The most attractive Vietnamese is in many
ways Prime Minister Ky. Since he began to
regard himself as presidential material, he
has become crafty, which has detracted some
from a kind of blitzkreig hollesty that once
permitted him to say, “In Vietnam, 85 per
cent of all rumors are true.”” The principal
rumor at the time was an outrageous story
about himself.

Americans, particularly military officials,
tend to forget that the Vietnamese are

. laughing most of the time, that they em-

barrass-easily, and have a highly developed
sense of the ridiculous.

The war, or as mahy of them call it, “The
situation in Vietnam,” strikes many of them
as -intrinsically mad, an East Asian theater
of the absurd where, almost without realizing
it, a full-scale war has erupted, and no one
can quite say what is being fought for, or
over.

Saigon must demonstrate that the war is
worth winning and that life will somehow
be better when it is over and the Commu-
nists are defeated.

Most educated Vietnamese believe that the
war is worth winning, but for the average
man_ it must strain credulity. Not that the
Viet Cong are to be preferred.

But the war has gone very far. Anything
would be better.

The situation in this country is Wash-
ington’s responsibility as much as it Is any-
one’s.

The Johnson administration has got its
priorities badly out of joint in this war.
Pressed by the generals and other tradi-
tionalists, it has attempted to win the war
on the cheap, by “forcing Hanoi to the bar-
galning table” by destroying her means of
production. This strategy has its corollary in
the South with the indiscriminate use of
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artillery fire at night, and literally hundreds
of air strikes a day.

The most severe side effect of the first is
that it diverts attention from the essentials
to a notion that somehow the war in the
south can be won in the north. In the sec-
ond it argues that machinery is a substitute
for hard slogging. Anyone who has watched
how hard the slogging is knows the compul-
sion to substitute machinery,

But it won't work,

If the effort and money spent dropping
bombs were put into retraining the South
Vietnamese army, reforming the bureauc-
racy, and forcing the generals to prosecute
corrupt colleagues, there is more than a fair
chance that the Americans could pull it off.

But in Vietnam, the Americans also have
a leadership problem.

There are men of immense ability and
dedication here, but there are not nearly
enough of them. Many of the best go unap-
preciated by the American establishment,
which is in its way as opaque as the Viet-
namese establishment.

The war can only be won by the Viet-
namese. It is still the Americans’ to lose, by
misapplication of power or by impatience or
sheer unwillingness to do what needs to be
done. The administration ought to decide 1t
is in the war for keeps, and victory is not to
be bought by bombing a power plant in
Hanoi, What it is going to mean is more
dead men, both Americans and Vietnamese.

It means flghting the war on the Com-
munists’ terms. It means a definition of war
aims, so far not supplied by the administra-
tion, and most of all a careful explanation
of the kind of casualties that can be
expected.

A Medical Conspiracy Against Mississippi

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
OF

HON. JOHN R. RARICK

OF LOUISIANA .
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, June 19, 1967

Mr. RARICK. Mr. Speaker, it is said
that to let an intellectual talk long
enough he will begin to believe his own
expert opinions and trap himself.

But for a medical man to unequivo-
cally declare that an entire State is in
a conspiracy to eliminate the Negro is
preposterous. This blast carries the im-
print of a self-designed genocide blue-
print. I wonder if the good.doctor legally
understands the term “conspiracy”?

If refusing to pay or feed people who
no longer work cr are unpreoductive is
conspiracy, then perhaps this report
should include the real cause of the prob-
lem, that is, Washington bureaucrats,
poverty corps, welfare and political car-
petbaggers who encourage nonproduc-
tivity and parental shiftlessness. i

And what significance does the good
doctor attach to the word “eliminate.”
Can it be “migration” as a result of a
breakdown in racial harmony brought
about in great part by just such agitation
as his? Is he afraid for disenchanted
people to move north to his hometown?
He’s on a Ford grant—why does he not
promote the rich Ford Foundation outfit
to move his specimens to Detroit and give
them a free home and a job? That is, if
he is genuinely concerned and not just
blowing off more hot air to provoke addi-
tional racism and sectionalism.

Certainly if he looked, he could find
the same medical symptoms and prob-
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June 19, 1967 =
Whatﬁppéeméb/etente?

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

a . N o’
HON. ABRAHAM J. MULTER
‘OF NEW YORK =~
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, June 19, 1967

Mr. MULTER. Mr. Speaker, when we
1ook back upon the cold war, we find that
in every instance the first step toward
detente was made by the West, and in
particular, the United States. Recent de-
velopments in the Middle East are an
indication of how unreceptive the So-
viets have been to our continual efforts.

T commend to the attention of our col-
leagues an editorial which appeared in
the June 8, 1967 edition of the Wall
Street Journal. The editorial analyzes
the effect of detente upon the Soviets,
and suggests a new policy of detente for
the future. -

The article follows:

WaaT HAPPENS TO DETENTE?

An unfunny thing happened on the way
to detente. Though some apostles of accom-~
modation have been proclaiming an end to
the cold war, the world woke up to find the
Boviet Unlon dabbling in If not sparking the
erists that led to the Middle Eastern war.

In the long run, the most important up-
ghot of the war will probably come in its
effects on Soviet-American relations. So
what attitude should the United States now
take toward the Soviet Union? Specifically,
ghould it change 1ts policy of trying to im-
prove East-Wes relations? :

A great deal depends, of course, on what
the Russlans do next. Perhaps their belated
agreément to vote for a TN cease-fire resolu-
tion will grow into a taclt willingness to pro-
mote a sound settlement. This would be a
welcorne sign of accommodation.

Bo far, though, it seems the Soviets dropped
their opposition to the resolution merely to

 cut Nasser’s losses. And they continue to
press for return not to the status quo ante,
but to the situation in which Nasser could
enjoy the fruifs of belligerence he grabbed
prior to Israel’s counterstroke. It still seems,
in short, the Soviets are interested not in
peace but in cold war maneuvering.

Tf events continue to bear out that con-
clusion, we do not think the Western drive
for detente should be reversed or even neces-
sarily stopped. But it should be slowed down.

The drive should not be stopped because
in the long run no other outcome to the cold
war seems as hopeful. The hot opponents of
detente never suggest what alternative the
United States should hcpe to promote in-
gtead; neither Armageddon nor permanent
hostility at the brink appeals to us. The best
hope is that the Communist powers will
gradually evolve into something less threat-
ening, and concelvably careful attempts at
muttal accommodation may help promote
such evolution. '

The drive should be slowed down if the
current Soviet attitude persists, though, s0
that its most ardent supporters will have &
1ittle time to absorb the lesson of Soviet
policy in the crisis so far. It 1s still not ap-
parent, at least, from the public reports
available, whether Russia deliberately un-
leashed Nasser or merely reacted to the op~
portunity hé créated. Certainly it has glven
gtrong diplomatic support to Nasser’s pro-
vocativeness, and its naval movements were
pointed. :

The advocates of detente should take note.
Too often they reason ‘that since accommo-
dation is a sound eventual goal, the US.
must rush to take any step’ proposed in 1ts
name. Indeed, we already hear arguments

. that the U.S. must proceed with such steps

as the outer space treaty and liberalization
of East-West trade despite the latest “aber-
ration” in Soviet behavlor.

We think each of these steps must be
welghed on 1its jndividual merits; they
should be neither rejected - nor accepted
merely for the sake of detente. In the mean-
.time the lessons of Soviet involvement in the
current crisis are relevant in two ways.

Regardless of what happens next, for one
thing, Soviet actions s0 far demonstrate that
Russian leaders have few inhibitions about
heating up a crisis when they conceive that
it suits thelr purpose. Regardless of how far
the movement toward detente proceeds, the
Communists are likely to retain a residual
enmity that can preak out at any time.

That belng so, the United States must not
allow the urge for some symbolic agreement
to outweigh the necessity of protecting its
own national interests against an outbreak
of Russian hostility. Do we really have ade-
quate protection, for instance, against the
Russians’ secretly breaking agreements on
nuclear weapons in outer space?

Any realistic hopes for detente, for a sec-
ond thing, rest on Soviet recognition that in
a nuclear age their own interests dictate a
relaxation of tension. Yet if the United
States presses its eagerness t0 accommodate
despite provocation, the Soviets will natu-
rally conclude that belng provocative in-
volves nothing to lose and just possibly
something to gain.

Not only would that eventuality lead to
stormy international politics, but it might
have a profound effect on the shape of any
detente that eventually might merge. To
reach anything like equity in the compro-
mises necessary to a detente, America’s atbi~
tude must be related falrly closely to the
other side’s willingness to reciprocate with
its own steps to reduce tension.

With regard to Soviet relations, then, the
lesson of the Middle East crisis so far 1s that
the United States’ posture must be truly
flexible. It must be willing to take Initiatives
at certaln times. But when the Soviets pre-
cipitate trouble, the U.S. must be equally
willilng to back off and trim its enthusiasm.

Clean-Air Needs

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. RICHARD D. McCARTHY

OF NEW YORK .
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, June 8, 1967

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, one of
the axioms of democratic government is:
Public interest yields public action.

Testimony to this was the Interna-
tional Forum on Air Pollution sponsored
by . Niagara University, Niagara Falls,
N.Y.

This conference evidenced support of
measures to control air pollution. It also
showed what & high degree of knowledge
and expertise small but interested groups
possess in grappling with this problem of
international importance. )

Mr. Speaker, I include the following
editorial from the Buffalo Evening News,
commending this forum, in the RECORD:

: CrLEAN-AIR NEEDS

The first of a series of international alr
pollution forums to be sponsored by Niagara
University and the State Senate was an ex-
cellent demonstration of how smaller uni-
versities can make significant contributions
to public enlightenment and community
gervice.

While the forum reached no final answers
to the growing menace of contaminated alr,

speakers underscored & number of important
needs.

For example, though Erie County’s cur-
rent clean-air efforts won merited praise, sup-
port was voiced for establishing a single air
pollution control agency for Erie and Niagara
Counties. This certainly should be studied as
a logical extension of metropolitan co-opera-
tion, in a region over which alr pollutants
plow without regard for county boundaries.

The forum also heard appeals for support
of proposed legislation in Washington to
establish federal emission standards in vari-
ous major industries,

The News believes that as much as possible
of anti-pollution control and enforcement
should remain in state and lotal hands; we
are increasingly impressed, however, with the
argument that a region like the Niagara
Frontier is economically handicapped in try-
ing to impose higher emission standards on
its industrles, present and future, than
those prevailing in many other states and
localities. Certainly, the danger of runaway
industries seeking pollution havens in plan-
ning new investment should not be dis-
counted.

“Strong state and local standards—essen-
tial to pollution control—cannct be effec~
tive If netghboring states and cities do not
have strong standards of thelr own,” said
President Johnson in a message to Congress
last Jan. 30. “Nor can such local standards
gain the support of industry and the public,
unless they know that plants in adjoining
communities must also meet standards at
least as strict.”

There are signs that some major Indus-
tries may, in fact, prefer a national approach.
Thus Congressional Quarterly recently cited
“the reported willingness of many industries
to accept uniform federal emission stand-
ards as a lesser evil than a bewildering com-
plexity of state and local regulations which
could upset the competitive balance, within
an industry, by requiring more pollution
control equipment in some sections of- the
country than in others.”

At the same time, there should be tax in-
centives to encourage and speed the instal-
lation of air (and for that matter water)
pollution control facllities by industry. Ad-
ministration opposition to proposals granting
such induceemnts is unfortunate.

A special problem for the Niagara Frontier
is to what extent international controls may
be required for air pollution passing between
the U.S. and Canada along the Niagara River.
This subject would seem a fruitful one for
further exploration at coming gessions of the
Niagara University forum series now so well
begun.

India Epeaks Frm Fatal

Madness

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. JOHN E. MOSS

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 6, 1967

Mr. MOSS. Mr. Speaker, all Americans
have great sympathy for the almost in-
soluble problems confronting the nation
of India. Each of us recognizes the heavy
burden borne by Prime Minister Indira
Gandhi. The American people have done
more than merely evidenced their under-
standing and their sympathy; they have
given unselfishly of their resources in an
effort to aid this unfortunate nation.
1 am confident we will continue doing so,
but one would expect a measure of reci-
procity from the Government of India at
the very least. That we have not had;
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-.and I commend to my colleagues the fol-
.. Jowing editorial from the Sacramento
Bee of June 14, 1967:.
INpIA SPEARS FROM AN ALMOST FaTAL
:* MADNESS

India has seemed to suffer from self in-
duced hallucinations ever since it attained its
independence in World War II, Tts neutral-
ity on the side of communism has been
nothing short of a compuilsive death wish.

This. pathological state of the Indian mind
never was more vividly symptomized than
in the recent attack by India's Prime Minister
Indira Gandhi in her hysterical blast at the
United States and her praise of Egyptian
President Gamal Abdel Nasser as “a force for

. progress”, .

She lamented what she depicted to be
the niggardly aid of the U.8. Yet this aid has
amounted to nearly $10 billion since World
War II. America has done more to assist
independent India than any other nation in
the world in the last 20 years.

Minister Gandhi turns on America, how-
ever, In a pur-blind disregard of the record,
incensed mainly because the US also has
alded Pakistan, which, she says, has used
some of the American assistance to kill In-
dians. .

Yet India might have sought peaceable
resolution of its troubles with Pakistan. In-
dira Gandhi disregarded the truth that US
ald to Pakistan is in line with well known
American policy to support in some measures
those nations which resist communism.

Her encomiums for Nasser are even more
perverse and hallucinatory. Nasser “a force
for progress”. This “progressive” man has

-Just led the Arab world to its worst and
most humiliating defeat at the hands of Is-
rael.

His economy is a mess and the masses,
poor and without real political freedom, face
possible famine.

Both abroad and at homej Nasser has been

the very epitome of undemocratic backward-
ness. Still this well educated daughter of a
great and wise father finds one of the most
disastrous and autocratic.national leaders to
be a “force for progress”.
And at the same time she bites the hand
. of the nation which has given her country
enough to rebuild 50 American cities, Is this
the rabies of raclsm? .
F&

Premier Ky’s War

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. WILLIAM F. RYAN

OF NEW YOREK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, June 19, 1967

_ Mr. RYAN. Mr, Speaker, the New York
Times for June 16 carries an editorial
which should make ocur policymakers
bause and think, Premier Ky of South
Vietnam has decided that U.S. troops
should be increased in Vietnam from the
Dpresent level of 462,000 to 600,000. Who
is making the escalation decisions any-
way? It is time to deescalate this un-
declared war and negotiate a settlement.

The editorial follows:

[Fromi the New York Times, June 16, 1967]
PrEMIER K¥'S WaR?

Premier Nguyen Cao Ky of South Vietnam
has pronounced judgment: 600,000 American
troops are needed to win the war in Vietnam.
He calmly, and with apparent confldence,
made his desires known a few hours after
the Pentagon announced that Secretary of
Defense McNamara, Under Secretary of State

hoproved For BeAERASHNTEE

Katzenbach and others
Sunday. .
The United States seems on’ the verge of
one more major escalation of the Vietnamese
conflict, General Westmoreland’s recent trip
to the United States, coupled with seemingly
inspired reports from Washington and Sai-
gon, reinforces the bellef that an American
force of 462,000 men plus other forces at seq
and in Thailand is considered insufficient.

All this éven though President Johnson
sald again and again in his 1964 electoral
campaign that he had no intention of send-
ing “American boys 9,000 or 10,000 miles
away from home to do what Asian boys ought
to be doing for themselves.”

Unfortunately, Premier Ky's soldiers have
not even shown the determination needed to
defend their own people in the pacification
program. As a result the defensive work as
well as most of the offense has had to be
taken over by Amerlcan soldiers. This is
aside from the fact that the pacification
campaign has, to date, been a failure; its
promised revitalization has not occurred.

It would stretch credibility to detach Pre-
mier Ky’s figure of 600,000 American soldiers
from the fact that he is a eandidate for the
Presidency of South Vietnam and has been
conducting an open drive for the post even
before the official opening of the campaign.
He is apparently running on a program of
outpromising any other candidate, " with
American troops and supplies as his prom-
issory notes.

Escalation on the ground and in the air
has merely extended the scope of the war
and the casualties without bringing any dis-
cernible progress toward an end of hostili-
1ties. The sole effect of each increase in forces
is to provide the imeptus for yet another
increase and multiply the risk of world holo-
caust,

The quest for a military victory in Viet-
nam has perhaps been spurred by the speed
of the Israeli victory in the Mideast. If so,
it would be well to consider the enormous
and baffling problems that now face Israel,
the Arab states and the great powers as a
result of a military success that the United
States could not at this late stage duplicate
In Vietnam,

The longer the Vietnam war goes on the
greater the costs on both sides, the more in-~
tractable the obstacles to & negotiated set-
tlement will become. In any case Marshal Ky
should be told that the war is not being
fought to.advance his political career.

are fiylng to Saigon

Destination Nowhere

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

. HON. ROMAN C. PUCINSKI

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, June 19, 1967

Mr. PUCINSKI. Mr. Speaker, the
plight of the American merchant fleet
is one of the real tragedies of our time.
I do hope the Congress will be motivated
to do something about this problem, In
the meantime, I should like to insert in
the Recorp today an excellent article on
the subject written by Mr. Mel Barisic,
who is vice president of the National
Maritime Union of America.

The article follows:

DesTiNATION NOWHERE—ODYSSEY OF A PaNA-
MANIAN RUSTBUCKET
(By Vice President Mel Barisic)

The problems we had a short time ago re-
garding the 88 Good Eddie and the 8S Good
Willle were bad enough. But that's not all,
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There is also the problem of American ship-
owners and American-built ships registered
under the runaway flags, foreign-crewed,
which are starving their crews, abusing them,
stranding them and abandoning them all
over the world. And these ships are carrying
U.8. government relief cargoes!

Our NMU representative Dave Smith who
i1s stationed in the Philippines had an as-
sighment in Guam and brought to my atten-
tion a real atrocity story about a ship named
the SS Galveston Navigator.

As a Union official, I have heard many
sad stories about runaway shipowners but
I think our membership and government of-
ficials should be made aware of the story of
this present cay blood ship.

The S8 Galveston Navigator, owner by the
Galveston SS Co., left Orange, Texas on
November 17, 1966 with 4,700 tons of U.S.
Government foreign aid rice destined for
Saigon. She was under Panama flag, com-
manded by a Greek-American captain, Lee
Tamerlane. The crew consisted of 82 men
from Ecuador, Panama, Mezico, Columbia,
England and Honduras.

A short distance out In the Gulf, the
freighter developed engine trouble. She
limped along and finally arrived at Panama
after 9 days at sea. There, five crew members
deserted the ship because of miserable con-
ditions and the company’s. refusal to pay
decent wages and overtime. No attempts were
made to repair the ship’s engines at Panama
and the vessel departed again enroute to
Honolulu, minus her bosun, oiler, radio op-
erator and 2 messmen.

Engine trouble continued to plague the
crew throughout the trip to Honolulu. When
the ship docked at Honolulu after 30 days at
sea, the chlef engineer, first and second
mates all deserted the ship. According to
crew members who remained on board, the
officers decided the fregihter was no longer
seaworthy, and were disgusted at the com-~
‘pany’s indifference to their problems.

Captain Tamerlane, evidently believing it
was Important to deliver th